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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

1 . . The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public use or on 
sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United States. 

2. Claims 1, 3, 6-9, 1 1-14, 16, 20-22, 26-30 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as 
being anticipated by Baranowsky, II et al. (Baranowsky), U.S. Patent No. 5732359. 

Regarding claim 1, Baranowsky discloses a device (i.e., mobile terminal) (see abstract) 
comprising: a wireless transceiver (item 14 and 14') (see fig. 1); and logic to: determine whether 
a first network is available for transmitting data (i.e., means for monitoring the availability of 
both the cellular and the satellite network) (see col. 16, lines 32-34), transmit the data to the first 
network using the wireless transceiver when the first network is available (i.e., establishing a 
communication over one of the satellite and cellular networks in accordance with availability of 
the networks) (see col. 16, lines 35-38), determine, when the first network is unavailable, 
whether a second network is available (i.e., signal strength monitoring) (see col. 16. lines 41-42, 
and lines 52-56), the second network being different than the first network (satellite networks 
and cellular networks) (see abstract, and col. 16, lines 32-34), and transmit the data to the second 
network using the wireless transceiver when the second network is available (i.e., handing off an 
ongoing communication over the cellular network to the satellite network in accordance with the 
monitored strength) (see col. 16, lines 39-42, and lines 52-56). 
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Regarding claim 3, Baranowsky discloses a device (see claim 1 rejection) wherein the 
logic is further configured to: determine, when the first network is available, whether 
transmission of the data through the first network was successful (i.e., the control processor 
determines whether or not service is available. If MS AT service is available, data are received 
and transmitted through the first network) (see fig. 4, col. 10, lines 45-46, and col. 13, lines 15- 
21), and perform the determining whether the second network is available when the transmission 
of the data through the first network was unsuccessful (see col. 10, lines 54-60). 

Regarding claim 6, Baranowsky discloses a device (see claim 1 rejection) wherein the 
wireless transceiver comprises: a first wireless transceiver to transmit data to the first network 
(see col. 16, lines 23-24), and a second wireless transceiver to transmit data to the second 
network (see col. 16, lines 25-26). 

Regarding claim 7, Baranowsky discloses a device (see claim 6 rejection) wherein the 
first wireless transceiver transmits data at a different frequency than the second wireless 
transceiver (i.e., Baranowsky discloses of a first wireless transceiver data to transmit data to the 
cellular network that inherently transmits data at a cellular frequency, and a second transceiver 
that transmits data to the satellite network that inherently transmits data at a satellite frequency) 
(see fig. 1, col. 16, lines 23-26). 

Regarding claim 8, Baranowsky discloses a device (see claim 6 rejection) wherein the 
first wireless transceiver transmits data using a different communication protocol than the second 
wireless transceiver (e.g., since the first wireless transceiver is used to transmits data to a first 
network (i.e., satellite network), and the second wireless transceiver is a cellular transceiver (see 
fig. 1), one skilled in the art would unhesitatingly conceptualize that the first wireless transceiver 
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is inherently transmits data using a different protocol than the second wireless transceiver) (see 
fig. 1, col. 1, lines 40-46). 

Regarding claim 9, Baranowsky discloses a device (see claim 6 rejection) wherein the 
first wireless transceiver transmits data using a different modulation technique than the second 
wireless transceiver (e.g., Baranowsky discloses a cellular network transceiver and a satellite 
network transceiver which would inherently use different modulation technique) (see fig. 1, col. 
1, lines 40-46). 

Regarding claim 1 1, Baranowsky discloses a device (see claim 1 rejection) wherein the 
logic is configured to determine whether the first network is available in response to the device 
being powered up (see fig. 2, col. 8, lines 24-37). 

Regarding claim 12, Baranowsky discloses a device (see claim 1 rejection) wherein the 
logic is configured to determine whether the first network is available in response to the device 
having data to transmit (see col. 10, lines 44-52). 

Regarding claim 13, Baranowsky discloses a method for transmitting data, comprising: 
selecting a wireless network from a group of wireless networks via which to transmit the data 
(i.e., selecting a network in accordance with one of a plurality of operating mode) (see col. 8, 
lines 55-57); and transmitting the data via the selected wireless network (i.e., communicating 
over the selected network) (see col. 8, lines 52-57). 

Regarding claim 14, Baranowsky discloses a method (see claim 13 rejection) further 
comprising: determining, prior to the transmitting, whether the selected wireless network is 
available (i.e., means for monitoring the availability of both the cellular and the satellite 
network) (see col. 16, lines 32-34); and transmitting the data via another wireless network in the 
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group of wireless networks when the selected wireless network is unavailable (see col. 16, lines 
35-38). 

Regarding claim 16, Baranowsky discloses a method (see claim 13 rejection) further 
comprising: providing an indication of availability of each wireless network in the group of 
wireless networks (see col. 8, lines 37-39). 

Regarding claim 20, Baranowsky discloses a method (see claim 13 rejection) wherein the 
selecting is performed automatically (see col. 9, lines 47-52). 

Regarding claim 21, Baranowsky discloses a device comprising means for selecting a 
network from a group of networks via which to transmit data (i.e., keypad) (see col. 8, lines 55- 
57), the selected network utilizing a different communication protocol than another network in 
the group of networks (e.g., since the first wireless transceiver is used to transmits data to a first 
network (i.e., satellite network), and the second wireless transceiver is a cellular transceiver (see 
fig. 1), one skilled in the art would unhesitatingly conceptualize that the first wireless transceiver 
is inherently transmits data using a different protocol than the second wireless transceiver) (see 
fig. 1, col. 1, lines 40-46); and means for transmitting data via a selected network (see col. 16, 
lines 35-38). 

Regarding claim 22, Baranowsky discloses a device comprising logic to select a network 
from a plurality of networks (see col. 8, lines 55-57), each network in the plurality of networks 
utilizing at a different frequency (i.e., Baranowsky discloses of a first wireless transceiver data to 
transmit data to the cellular network that inherently transmits data at a cellular frequency, and a 
second transceiver that transmits data to the satellite network that inherently transmits data at a 
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satellite frequency) (see fig. 1, col. 16, lines 23-26); and a transceiver to transmit data via the 
selected network (see col. 16, lines 23-26). 

Regarding claim 26, Baranowsky discloses a device (see claim 22 rejection) wherein the 
transceiver comprises: a transceiver for each network in the plurality of networks (see col. 16, 
lines 23-26). 

Regarding claim 27, Baranowsky discloses a device (see claim 22 rejection) wherein the 
logic is configured to select the network automatically (see col. 9, lines 47-52). 

Regarding claim 28, Baranowsky discloses a device (see claim 22 rejection) wherein the 
logic is configured to select the network in response to an input from a user (see col. 8, lines 55- 
57). 

Regarding claim 29, Baranowsky discloses a device (see claim 22 rejection) wherein the 
logic performs the selecting when data is to be transmitted from the device (see col. 8, lines 55- 
57). 

Regarding claim 30, Baranowsky discloses a device (see claim 22 rejection) further 
comprising logic configured to override the selection of the network (i.e., once the mobile phone 
is powered up, it attempts to operate in MSAT (thus, the MS AT is being selected). If attempts to 
obtain a control channel fails, the mobile phone inherently override the MSAT selection by 
automatically switching to cellular operation) (see col. 9, lines 47-52). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 
3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 
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(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

4. Claims 2, 19, and 23-24 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Baranowsky in view of Menard, Pub. No. US 2003/01 19568. 

Regarding claims 2, 19, and 23, Baranowsky discloses a device and a method as 
described above (see claims 1,13, and 22 rejections). 

Although Baranowsky discloses a device and a method as described above, Baranowsky 
does not specifically disclose a device and a method wherein a first network comprises an IEEE 
802.1 1 -based network and a second network comprises a ReFLEX-based network. 

However, Menard discloses a device and method wherein a first network comprises an 
IEEE 802.1 1-based network (see page 4, paragraph 48) and a second network comprises a 
ReFLEX-based network (i.e., paging network) (see page 4, paragraph 54). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to have a device or method that may access an IEEE 802.1 1 network and a paging 
network in order to provide to the device the ability to switch between networks whenever 
factors, such as available service, signal strength, or types of communications being supported 
occur (see page 4, paragraph 54). 

Regarding claim 24, Baranowsky discloses a device (see claim 23 rejection) wherein the 
logic is configured to select a first network to transmit data over the second network when both 
networks are available (i.e., if both networks are available, the central processor includes a mode 
that provides priority to one network, but is also capable of selecting the other network) (see col. 
8, lines 61-63). 
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5. Claims 4-5, 10, 15 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Baranowsky in view of Griffith et al. (Griffith), U.S. Patent No. 6898427. 

Regarding claim 4, Baranowsky discloses a device (see claim 3 rejection) wherein the 
logic is further configured to determine, when the second network is available, whether 
transmission of the data through the second network was successful (see col. 16, lines 39-42, and 
lines 52-56). 

Although Baranowsky discloses a device as described, Baranowsky does not specifically 
disclose a device wherein the logic is further configured to store the data when the transmission 
of the data through the second network was unsuccessful. 

However, Griffith discloses a device (i.e., pager or PCD) (see abstract) wherein, in 
operation, when communication is disrupted, any outgoing data from the pager is held in the 
memory of the pager (see col. 6, lines 33-42). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to implement the teachings as described by Griffith with Baranowsky teachings in 
order to obtain a device wherein outgoing data from the device and incoming device to the 
device are held in specific memory when service is interrupted or disrupted so that upon 
establishing connection incoming and outgoing data is released to be exchanged accordingly. A 
motivation for doing so would have been to ensure the safety of the data, as related to data being 
lost. 

Regarding claim 5, Baranowsky discloses- a device as described above (see claim 1 
rejection). 



Application/Control Number: 10/796,133 Page 9 

Art Unit: 2681 

Although Baranowsky discloses a device comprising of a memory (see col. 5, lines 41- 
43), Baranowsky does not specifically disclose a device wherein the logic is configured to store 
the data in the memory for later transmission when the second network is determined to be 
unavailable. 

However, Griffith discloses a device comprising a memory wherein an inherent logic is 
configured to store data in the memory for later transmission when a network is determined to be 
unavailable (see col. 6, lines 33-42). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to implement the teachings as described by Griffith with Baranowsky teachings in 
order to obtain a device wherein outgoing data from the device and incoming device to the 
device are held in specific memory when service is interrupted or disrupted so that upon 
establishing connection incoming and outgoing data is released to be exchanged accordingly. A 
motivation for doing so would have been to ensure the safety of the data, as related to data being 
lost. 

Regarding claim 10, Baranowsky discloses a device as described above (see claim 1 
rejection). 

Although Baranowsky discloses a device as described, Baranowsky does not specifically 
disclose a device wherein the logic is further configured to establish a connection with an 
enterprise device when the first network is determined to be available. 

However, Griffith discloses a device (i.e., PCD) (see abstract) wherein the logic is further 
configured to establish a connection with an enterprise device (i.e., base station 12) when the 
first network is determined to be available (see col. 5, lines 52-57). 
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Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to have a base station or server device with which a connection is established to the 
network because this would ensure the proper execution of data transmission. 

Regarding claim 15, Baranowsky discloses a method as described above (see claim 13 
rejection). 

Although Baranowsky discloses a method as described, Baranowsky does not specifically 
disclose a method further comprising storing the data when none of the wireless networks in the 
group of wireless networks is available. 

However, Griffith discloses a device (i.e., pager or PCD) (see abstract) wherein, in 
operation, when communication is disrupted, any outgoing data from the pager is held in the 
memory of the pager (see col. 6, lines 33-42). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to implement the teachings as described by Griffith with Baranowsky teachings in 
order to obtain a device wherein outgoing data from the device and incoming device to the 
device are held in specific memory when service is interrupted or disrupted so that upon 
establishing connection incoming and outgoing data is released to be exchanged accordingly. A 
motivation for doing so would have been to ensure the safety of the data, as related to data being 
lost. 

6. Claims 17-18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Baranowsky in view of Gunnarsson et al. (Gunnarsson), Pub. No. US 2003/01 18015. 
Baranowsky discloses a method as described above (see claim 16 rejection). 



Application/Control Number: 10/796,133 Page 1 1 

Art Unit: 2681 

Although Baranowsky discloses a method as described above, Baranowsky does not 
specifically disclose a method wherein the indication comprises an audio indication and a visual 
indication. 

However, Gunnarsson discloses a method wherein availability of network is indicated by 
either an audio indication (i.e. predefined beep) or a visual indication (i.e., displaying of a text 
message) (see page 3, paragraph 22). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to have a method wherein the user of a wireless device is notified of networks 
availability through either a sound or a received text message so as to allow the user to select the 
appropriate network. 

7. Claim 25 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Baranowsky and Menard in further view of Griffith. 

Baranowsky and Menard disclose a device as described above (see claim 23 rejection). 

Although Baranowsky and Menard disclose a device as described, Baranowsky and 
Menard do not specifically disclose a device further comprising logic to establish a connection 
with an enterprise device when the IEEE 802.1 1 -based network is available. 

However, Griffith discloses a device (i.e., PCD) (see abstract) wherein the logic is further 
configured to establish a connection with an enterprise device (i.e., base station 12) when the 
first network is determined to be available (see col. 5, lines 52-57). 
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Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to have a base station or server device with which a connection is established. to the 
network because this would ensure the proper execution of data transmission. 
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